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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



1 . Claims 39 recites the limitation of "the un-rounded location and the rounded 
location" in claim 39. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 



3. Claims 26 -27 and 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable Holehan(6,043,809) in view of Bates et al(6,1 57,381). 

As to claims 26-27 and 30-32, Holehan teaches a method comprising steps of 
determining a first location of a pointer(e.g finger) relative to a touch-sensitive surface; 
determining a first location in a document that corresponds to the first location of the 
pointer(e.g. finger); moving(scrolling) the document(see figures 1-2, 4-5; column 3, lines 
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21-55; column 4, lines 1-19 and lines 36-40; and column 6, lines 20-32); determining a 
second location(e.g. at the end of a scroll bar sensor) in a document that corresponds 
to the second location of the pointer(e.g. finger)(see figures 1-2 and column 4, lines 41- 
52). 

Holehan et al fail to teach a method for determining a text line nearest the first 
location in the document and store the first location in the document after the second 
location in the document has be determined. 

Bates et al teach a method for determining a first location in a document that 
corresponds to the first location of the pointer(e.g. a mouse cursor)(step 1 10 in figure 
6)(see figures 3-6; column 6, lines 51-65 and column 10, lines 6-17); determining a text 
line nearest the first location(line) in the document(see figures 3-6; column 6, lines 52- 
58; column 8, lines 30-35 and column 10, lines 6-9); moving(scrolling) the document to 
the text line(see figures 3-6; column 6, lines 58-65 and column 10, lines 6-17); 
determining a second location in a document that corresponds to the second 
location(new position selected) of the pointer(e.g. mouse cursor)(see figures 3, 6, 14; 
column 7, lines 13-23 and column 14, lines 56-68); and continuing to store the first 
location in the document after the second location in the document has been 
determined(see figures 3-6, 14 and column 8, lines 29-39). It would have been obvious 
to have modified Holehan et al with the teaching of Bates et al, so as to provide variable 
mappings between a scroll bar and different portions of a documentfsee column 2, lines 
20-24). 
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As to claim 27, Holehan teaches the location in the document compared a 
beginning point and end point of the document is proportional to the location of the 
pointer compared to a first end and a second end of the touch-sensitive surface(see 
figure 2 and column 4, lines 20-52). 

As to claim 30, Holehan et al teach a touch-sensitive surface is a single 
continuous touch-sensitive surface(touch-screen or touchpad)(see figures 1-2, 4-5; 
column 1 lines 15-18 and column 4, lines 1-17). 

As to claim 31, Holehan teach a proximity-sensitive surface, a pointer does not 
physically contact the touch-sensitive surface(capacitive touch pad sensor)(see figures 
1-2; abstract; column 2, lines 33-39 and column 4, lines 1-40). 

As to claim 32, Bates teach a computer readable medium(memory) storing 
computer executable instructions(see figures 2, 3-4 and 6-14). 
4. Claim 39 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Holehan in view of Bates and Hopper(4,495,490), 

Holehan as modified fail to disclose rounded location. 
Hopper et al teaches a method for storing computer instruction and the un- 
rounded location(cursor location 278) and un-rounded location(see step 425-426) and 
rounding location(see step 423, 427) defined using different units(see figures 1, 17.6, 
18.7; column 3, lines 59-63; column 34, lines 3-9; and column 39, lines 2-17). It would 
have been obvious to have modified Holehan as modified with the teaching of Hopper et 
al, so as to maintain contextual reference and avoid to produce confusing image to a 
user(see column 3, lines 59-65). 
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5. Claim 41-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakagawa et al(6,128,014) in view of Bates et al(6,1 57,381) and Hopper(4,495,490), 

As to claims 41-43, Nakagawa et al teach a method comprising steps of: 
determining a location of a pointer(1) relative to a touch-sensitive surface(2)(see figure 4; 
column 5, lines 56-66 and column 6, lines 30-36); determining a first un-rounded location 
in a document based on the firt location of the pointer(1 ); moving a document to a 
location in the document that corresponding to the location of the pointer(1) (see figures 
1, 4-6; column 1, lines 54-68 and column 2, lines 1-15; column 5, lines 56-68; column 6, 
lines 1-36 and column 7, lines 1-53); .determining a second location(now location) in the 
document based on both second location of the pointer(1) and the first un-rounded 
location(prev) in the document(see figure 6 and column 7, lines 16-46). 

Nakagawa et al fail to disclose the steps of rounding the location in the document 
to a nearest text line. 

Bates et al teach a method for moving(scrolling) document to a first text line or a 
second text line(document location represented as a line number in the document)(see 
figures 3, 6, 9, 14; column 6, lines 17-65; column 8, lines 30-39 and column 11, lines 
42-51). It would have been obvious to have modified Nakagawa et al with the teaching 
of Bates et al, since to have a line number to define the location of a document is well 
know in the art and is more easy find out the location of a document. 

Hopper et al teach a method for rounding the location in the document to a 
nearest line(e.g. one line sentence)(see figures 17.6, 18.7; column 3, lines 59-68; 
column 4, lines 1-17). It would have been obvious to have modified Nakagawa et al as 
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modified with the teaching of Hopper et al, so as to maintain contextual reference and 
avoid to produce confusing image to a user(see column 3, lines 59-65). 

As to claims 42 and 43, Nakagawa et alas modified teach the step of determining 
the second location(now) in the document include determining an amount to scroll away 
from the first location(prev)(see figure 6 and column 7, lines 17-46). 
6. Claims 44-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakagawa et al(6,128,014) in view of Holehan(6,043,809) and of Bates et al. 

See the discussion of Nakagawa et al above. Nakagawa et al fail to disclose 
determining a location in a document based on a gesture and a document location 
defined by a line number. 

Holehan teaches a method for providing absolute scrolling of a document 
comprising the steps of : sensing a pointer(e.g finger) sliding along a touch-sensitive 
surface(122-124, 214 or 216); determining a location in a document based on a 
gesture(finger) is sliding and scrolling the document to a location in the document that 
corresponds to the location of the gesture(finger)(see figure 2; column 4, lines 20-52 
and column 5, lines 12-16). It would have been obvious to have modified Nakagawa et 
al with the teaching of Holehan, so as to reduce the cost of a pen by using a finger as a 
pointer instead of pen. 

Bates et al teach a method for moving(scrolling) document to a first text line or a 
second text line(document location represented as a line number in the document)(see 
figures 3, 6, 9, 14; column 6, lines 17-65; column 8, lines 30-39 and column 11, lines 
42-51 ). It would have been obvious to have modified Nakagawa et al with the teaching 
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of Bates et al, since to have a line number to define the location of a document is well 
know in the art and is more easy find out the location of a document. 

As to claim 45, Holehan teach the step of determining a second location(now) 
includes determining an amount to scroll away from the first location(prev) in the 
document(see figure 6 and column 7, lines 17-46). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 26-27, 30-32, 39 and 41-45 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lun-yi Lao whose telephone number is 571-272-7671. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bipin Shalwala can be reached on 571-272-7681. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Lun-yi Lao 
Primary Examiner 



